
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEAIZIMG-March 17, 1965 

Appeald8084 E. Fulton Brylawaki, e t  a l ,  appellants, 

The Zoning A d m i n i s t  r a t  or Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appellee, 

On mgtion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried the following W e r  
was entered on March 24, 1965: 

That the appeal for a variance from the  FAR requirements of the 
R-5-B Dis t r ic t  t o  permit erection of six story apartment building with an 
FAR of 3.46 a t  1825 Belmont Rd. N.W., l o t s  801 and 802, square 2551, be 
denied, 

A s  the resul t  of an inspectioh of the property by the Board, and from the 
records and the evidence adduced a t  t he  hearing, the Board f inds the  following 
facts: 

(1) Appellant t s lots have a frontage of 75 fee t  on Behonk Road, a 
depth of 120 fee t  t o  a 15 foot  wide public alley, and contains an area of 
9000 square f e e t  of land. 

(2) Appe-nt has requested the Board to  a p p r m  an FAR of 3.46 which is 
double the  amount permitted by the  Zoning Regulations, in order t o  erect  s 
six etory apartment building which would contain an additional 26 dwelling 
units above tha t  permitted by regulations, 

(3) Appellant bases his hardahip upon the f a c t  t h a t  he is  required to 
move from seven t o  eight f e e t  of earth depth over the  en t i r e  lo t ,  together 
with necessary grading and conc~.ete underpinning of the eas t  d of the  
proposed building. He a l so  basis  h i s  hardship upon the f ac t  t ha t  he will b e  
required t o  i n s t a l l  an elevator. He a l so  ftrrnished photographa of t h e  
nonconforming building in the block with an FAR of 3.6, 

(4) ,)ere was no objection t o  the granting of thi3 appeal registered 
a t  t he  public hearing, 

F r m  an inspection of the  property and from the records and the  evidence 
adduced a t  the  hearing, the Board could f ind  no exceptional narrowness, shallon- 
ness o r  shape of the specific property or exceptionaltopograhical conditions, 
or other extraordinary or  exceptional s i tuat ion or  condition of the property 
ih ich  would resu l t  i n  peculiar and exceptional prsc t ica l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t o  or 
exceptional and undue hardship upon the owner, The l o t  i n  question is normal 
i n  rsbe, shape and no extraordinary topograhical d i f fu l c i t e s  adst. 

It is  therefore our opinion tha t  t h i s  re f ie f  cannot be granted without 
substant ial  detriment t o  the public good and without substantially impairing 
the intent,  purpose, and in tegr i ty  of the  zone plan as embodied i n  the  
Zoning Regulations and map. 


